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p^»,ark«i /Arguments: 

a... ... pena,n, ,n t.s appncat.n. M, pen.n. C.s a. p— 

rejected. 

Claims 3, 4, 6, and 8-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § lU. 

, . , . 8 and U-13, these claims have been appropriately 
Regarding claims 3, 4, 8, and 

amended. 

^. th»t there is insufficient antecedent basis for 
Claim 3 IS rejected on the grounds that h^ is ^.^^^ 

"the first device plugged-.n, the secona . ^ ...i^" and "the second device 

- '----r r:rr::-^^^^ - — 

plugged-m- have been amended to reate the ^ accordance with 

- ^^^'^r :ir::s:r 0 r tt -ice mLatlon,.. however, 

the Examiner's suggestion. With respect ^^^^^ 
applicants contend that no amendment Is "^^^-J^^'^^^ „ , directed to 
no mention of a hrst device In the claim itse and n c.,m 1. ^^^^^ ^ ^^^^^^^ 

claim 1, element (c), for the recitation of "^^ ''2' of the first device, searches 
..herein said Virtual-device— rd^^^^^^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^^ 

the registry for information about /'"'^^j;; . /J wants' position that there 
information," (i.e., the first device information). Thus, , s App„c 
is sufficient antecedent basis for "the first device information . 

Claims . and .4 are rejected for dtl^^^^ 
-e is insufficient antecedent ^^^^ :Z:::::: .he first device 
Office Action suggests changing each of these l,m _^^^^^^^„ 

p,,,d m the first — "rvre:::;: f:~ -^^^ - ---^ 

appropriate. The addition of "plugged in the first ne ^^^^^^ 
nlor." merely provides positional ^"'-'-^''i :^^^^:^.. s.c^r.. ..^c. 
respectively, .n device plugged In a first 

::::: :::: ^irgTtr :::: :::: «, when referr. to the second 
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--°vr^i==.:::::— ^^^^ 

p.g,ed in the first netwo*." ^^^^"^^^ '^^'IZ^ ..e sa.e reasons set 
however, Applicants contend that no amendment ,s necessary 
forth above regarding claims 9, 12, and 14. 

, . , 7 8 11 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
The Office Action rejects ciaims 1, 7, 8, 11, a f^,, -.^katsu"). It 

reasons set forth below. 

- — ;r::rrrV::t:=^^^^^^ 

gateway a device on a first network su h as a HAV n ^^^^^.^^ 

networ. such as an IP networK, ^^^^^ ^ Z: .eS and one or more 

communication between one o. more ^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^^^^^ 

aevices on the second network^ T ^^^^ 

executable commands issued by devices ^^^^ ^^^.^^^ 

- devices on the other network can execut. Por ^mp^,^^^ ^ ^^^^^^ ^ ^^^^ 

::::::: pTyrerrrei^^^^^^ 

second network to play when executed. 

. iQQi.P executable command that are 

the other network. 
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enable communication. 

> ^ h„ claim 1 includes a feature which is neither 
Applicants' invention, as recited by claim 1, 
disclosed nor suggested by the art of record, namely, 

nlhtnr^rnSand l^^J^^^ 

r .ST/e ex»% tSan. second devices; 

.,s means that a command to perform 
f.st device can be executed on the first dev.ce and ^' ^"^ 

.,a, it IS executable on the second device to ^'J^T. ^ 1 "d in claim 

feature Is found in the originally filed application at page 8, lines 
14 No new matter has been added. 

— - -» - : r:: - ... » . — 

to cause the same action. In Akatsu, ^^^^ 
operable on the nrst device to cause a similar ^ ^ ^ "w „auce the desired 

''-^-'"'""^'=7d:icr^— - 

action in the second device. Accorai gy, Akatsu does not disclose, 

for execution on different networks as indicated in claim 1. 

„ ,3 „ Applicants include the -^"^—dTnrfi: 
.3ch Of the first and second devices ^^^—^^^ I,^^. .,.,„c actions 
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. . .h. fir.t device and converted to perform the 
knowledge of the protocol used by devices ,n the other 



eoge ui Lilt K-^ 

.cord... .r the re.so. set forth .o.e .^^^^^ I Z 
art of record. Support for the --7;"; °; : appeared in original claim H, 
amendment to Cain, 1 incorporates the a w .c*, P^^^ ^^^^^^ 

Thus, the proposed amendment does not require 
raise a new matter issue. 

reasons set forth above that claim lis patentable. 

Claims . U, and . Include all ^^^Z: rT l:::^:^ 
thev depend, either directly or indirectly. Thus, claims , H, 
oTert^art.recordforatleastthereasonssetforthabove. 

.n addition, Calm . Includes additional ^^^^^^^ZZ:::::^^ 
specifically, the art of record does '^^^T^^;:^^,^^ . several passages 
o. a "command-correspondence-controller. The 0 ^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^ 

Within Akatsu to teach these llmitahons^ '^ 'fJ'ZL of specific commands such as 
conversion of signals and data, rather -^^ ^^^^^^^^^ ,„ee A.atsu 

play that the are executable by " ^^^'^^ ,,ecutab,e by devices on 

aoes not refer to converting command 3 „„,.and converter or a 

different networks, A.atsu does not ^llZ, . Thus, Calm 7 Is patentable 

command-correspondence-controller as set forth ,n Ca,m 

for this additional reason. 

H 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103Ca) as being 
Claims 2-6, 9, 10, ^ ,,,, h. Corcoran entitled "Mapping 

unpatentable over Akatsu in v,ew of ^'^^ J Architecture" 
Home-Networ. Appliances TCP/IP ,rom either Calm 1 or 8 

(hereinafter -Corcoran"). Claims 2-6, , , . ^^^^^^^ ^ patentable 

„d, thus, contain al, of the limitations ^^^^^^^ ^^^l by each of first and second 
feature, namely a virtual device convert.ng commands 
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devices into commands the second and first devices can execute. As discussed above, 
Akatsu does not teach this feature. Further, none of the art of record, including Corcoran 
disclose, teach, or suggest this feature. Thus, Akatsu in view of Corcoran, does not 
disclose, teach, or suggest this feature. Accordingly, claims 2-6, 9, 10, 12, and 13 are 
also patentable over the art of record for the reasons set forth above with respect to 
claim 1. 



In view of the amendments and remarks set forth above, the above-identified 
application is in condition for allowance which action is respectfully requested. 




SJW/fp 

Dated: March 1, 20(y4 
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